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There  is  no  chronological  or  histori- 
cal question,  of  equal  limits,  on  which 
opinion  is  more  unsettled  than  —  we 
may,  perhaps,  say  so  unsettled  as  — 
that  regarding  the  acceptation  of  the 
history  of  the  Jewish  theocracy,  or  re- 
public, and  the  composition  and  dura- 
tion of  its  period.  There  has,  in  foct, 
never  yet  appeared  a  clear  elucidation 
of  this  portion  of  the  sacred  text— per- 
spicuous and  simple  enough  of  itself — 
which  has  been  made  to  contradict 
itself  by  every  critic,  from  the  first  ages 
of  Christianity  to  the  present  time. 
Every  student  in  biblical  literature 
knows  that  it  records  a  series  of  af- 
flictions and  deliverances,  from  the  age 
of  the  Egyptian  bondage  till  the  reign 
of  Solomon,  and  that,  if  the  periods  as- 
signed to  both  be  summed  up,  accord- 
ing to  the  order  in  which  they  are  nar- 
rated in  the  Pentateuch  and  the  books 
of  Joshua,  Judges,  and  Samuel,  the 
total  of  the  years  will  greatly  exceed 
the  date  assigned  to  the  foundation  of 
the  temple  in  1  Kings,  vi.  1 — the 
480th  year  after  the  departure  from 
Egypt,  being  the  fourth  of  Solomon's 
reign;  and  that  the  difficulty,  if  any, 
lies  in  discovering  the  Scriptural  prin- 
ciples and  limitations  for  reconciling 
this  date  with  the  particulars. 

The  advocates  of  the  principle  of 
consecutive  periods  of  affliction  and 
deliverance,  vvhich  directly  results  from 
Judges  ii.  11-19,  in  agreement  with 
the  whole  tenor  of  the  history,  have, 
since  the  days  of  Josephus,  invariably 
rejected  the  date  in  question,  as  an 
interpolation,  or  of  uncertain  import, 
although  found  in  the  Hebrew  and 
Chaldee,  the  Latin,  the  Syriac,  and 
the  Arabic  versions ;  and  even  reduced 
to  the  440th  year  in  some  of  the  Greek 
copies  —  a  proof,  however,  that  it  ex- 
isted in  the  original  text  —  and  hence 
have  left  themselves  without  any  stand- 
ard for  adjusting  their  calculations. 
There  are,  therefore,  nearly  as  many 
different  opinions  on  the  full  duration 
of  the  theocratic  form  of  government 
as  there  are  writers  of  this  class  —  the 
computations  varying  from  five  centu- 
ries to  seven  centuries  and  a  half,  ex- 
clusively of  the  indefinite  view  of  Isaac 
Vossius,  who  boldly  pronounces  the 
period  to  be  indeterminable,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  silence  of  the  record  re- 
garding the  periods  of  anarchy,  which 
he  interposes  between  the  deaths  of 
the  judges  and  the  commencements  of 
the  servitudes  {De  Septuaginta,  pp. 
170,  193).    It  follows,  that  with  these 


critics  the  all-important  era  of  the  exode, 
and  every  anterior  scriptural  date,  must 
vary  with  the  private  opinion  of  each 
writer  who  treats  of  them. 

The  critics  who,  since  the  days  of 
Eusebius,  have,  on  the  other  hand,  re- 
cognised the  genuineness  and  fixed 
meaning  of  the  text  of  1  Kings,  vi.  1, 
although  not  directly  rejecting  that  of 
Judges  ii.  have,  without  any  exception, 
made  these  texts  contradict  each  other, 
opposing  the  former  to  the  terms  of  the 
history  ;  and  differ  fully  as  much  in 
their  views  as  to  how  the  particulars 
are  to  be  reconciled  with  that  date,  as 
their  opponents  differ  on  the  chrono- 
logical scope  of  these  particulars. 

Now,  we  venture  to  hold  the  opinion, 
that  the  differences  between  Josephus 
and  Eusebius,  between  Vossius  and 
Ussher,  result  from  mere  oversight ; 
and  that  the  scriptural  principles  of 
the  composition  of  this  important  por- 
tion of  the  inspired  records  are  so  ob- 
vious, simple,  and  consistent,  as  to 
involve  no  difficulty,  either  in  the  re- 
ception of  the  biblical  date  of  the 
exode,  or  in  the  resolution  of  the  par- 
ticulars :  that,  in  fact,  these  principles 
are  in  clearness  commensurate  with 
the  importance  of  this  portion  of  an- 
cient history,  the  right  apprehension  of 
which  is  equally  desirable  and  inter- 
esting, whether  viewed  in  its  religious 
and  historical  bearings,  or  with  refer- 
ence to  the  grand  international  era 
which  is  founded  on  it  —  that  of  the 
departure  of  the  Jews  and  Greeks  from 
Egypt,  bearing  with  them  the  seeds  of 
European  religion,  civilisation,  and  li- 
terature, now  rendered  of  greatly  in- 
creased interest  by  the  disinhumed 
records  of  that  country.  This  era  we 
hope,  on  another  occasion,  to  consider, 
with  reference  to  its  international  and 
synchronical  characters. 

We  shall,  therefore,  take  some  pains 
to  place  the  question  on  its  true  and  scrip- 
tural footing,  commencing,  for  the  sake 
of  perspicuity,  with  a  statement  of  the 
leading  particulars  in  the  order  in  which 
they  are  narrated,  with  the  needful  chro- 
nological elements  and  reference  to  the 
text  (which  will  anticipate  reference  as 
our  paper  proceeds)  ;  and  trusting  that, 
should  our  success  prove  commensurate 
with  our  hopes,  we  shall  have  rendered 
no  unacceptable  service  to  the  cause  of 
biblical  and  archaeological  research  and 
criticism,  and  cleared  the  way  for  what 
is  still  a  desideratum  in  literature  —  a 
consistent  popular  history  of  the  Jewish 
commonwealth. 
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Tabular  View  of  Sacred  History  and  Chronology ,  from  the  departure  of  the  Jews  from  Egypt 
until  the  foundation  of  the  Temple  by  Solomon. 


1649  1491 
1609  1451 


III. 


VI 


1603 
1583 
1565 
1560 
1552 

1512 

1494 

1414 

1394 
1354 

1347 


1259 

1241 

1235 
1228 
1218 


1210 
1191 
1171 


1445 
1425 
1407 
1402 
1394 

1354 

1336 

1256 

1236 
1196 

1189 
1149 

1189 

1186 
1163 
1141 

1149 

1131 

1125 
1118 
1108 

1000 

1149 

1130 

1110 
1109 


1170 
1130 
1129 


1076 

1058 

1056 

1048 
1015 

1012 


138 
156 
236 
256 


343 


f  Abimelech,  son  of  Gideon,  usurps  on  his  \ 

X    father's  retirement   / 

/  Tolah,  of  tr.  of  Issachar,  judge  at  Shamir,  \ 

\    in  Mount  Ephraim   > 

Jair,  a  Gileadite,  judge  at  Camon,  in  Gilead-  • 
/  (Dies  in  the  9th  year  of  the  Philistine  and  \ 
V    Ammonite  servitude.)  j" 


I.IV.VI.  II.   III.  V 


Moses — Journey  in  the  wilderness  •  •  •  

Conq.  of  Canaan  by  Joshua,  of  tr.  of  Ephraim 

1.  Rest;  the  land  divided;  residue  of  Jos.  life 

Eleazar  and  the  elders  

{Phinehas;    anarciiy;  idolatry 
Benjam.  war   

1.  Servitude  by  the  Mesopotaniians 
(  2.  Rest  by  Othniel,  of  tribe  of  Judah,  dur-\ 
\    ing  his  life   / 

{2.  Servitude  by  theMoabites,  Ammonites,  \ 
and  Amalekites    ( 

3.  Rest  by  Ehud,  a  Benjamite,  during  his  life 
/  3.  Serv.  by  the  Phi  list.  S.,  and  Canaan.  N.  ■) 
\    Shamgar  expels  the  Phil. ;  no  rest  fr.  war  / 

4.  Rest  by  Deborah,  then  judge  in  Mt.  Ephr. 
4,  Servitude  by  the  Midianite,  Amalekite,  &c. 
/5.  Rest  by  Gideon,  of  Manasseh,  during) 

\    his  life  in  retirement   / 

I  (This  rest  terminated  by  the  Philistine  \ 
\    and  Ammonite  servitude.)  / 


/  5.  Serv.  by  Philist.  W.  and  Ammon.  E.  of  \ 
\  Jordan.  The  rest  of  Gideon  terminates  ) 
f  Jephthah,  a  Gileadite,  expels  Ammon.  ;\ 
\  no  rest ;  he  judges  at  Mizpeh,  in  Gilead  / 
( Ibzan,  of  Bethlehem  (in  Zebulun?),  judges  \ 

\    there  / 

Elon,  of  Zebulun,  judges  at  Aijalon,  in  Zeb. 
/  Abdon  (or  Bedan  ?),  a  Pirathonite,  at  Pi-\ 

\    rathon,  in  Ephraim   j 

f  (Dies  9  years  after  the  deliverance  frGm\ 
\    the  Philistines  by  Samuel.)  / 


/  5.  Servitude  by  Philist.  W.  (Ammon.  op-\ 
X  pressing  the  E.) ;  end  of  rest  by  Gideon  j 
r  Samson  begins  to  deliver  Israel  from  the  \ 
\  Philistines ;  he  judges  in  Dan,  his  tribe  / 
/  (Residue  of  Philist.  servit. ;  Samuel  judge  \ 

X    at  Mizpeh,  of  Judah)   j 

(Deliverance  completed  by  Samuel.) 


f  Eli  the  priest  judge  at  Shiloh  (in  the  20th  \ 

\    year  of  Gideon's  rest)   > 

(The  ark  in  the  hands  of  the  Philistines  \ 

X    (Samson  judge  in  Dan)    / 

/  (  The  ark  of  Kirjath-jearim  till  rest  by  Sam-  \ 
X    uei ;  Samson  judge  till  the  last  half-year)  j 


{6.  Rest  from  Philist.  servit.  by  Samuel,  of  \ 
tr.  of  Ephrm.;  he  now  judges  at  Ramah  j 
/Joel  and  Abiah,  sons  of  Samuel,  madeS 

X    judges  in  Beersheba  > 

f  Saul  reigns  at  Gibeah,  Sam.  still  judging \ 

X    at  Ramah   / 

Saul  alone,  after  Samuel's  death  

f  David  reigns  over  Judah ;  Ishbosheth,  son  \ 

X    of  Saul,  over  Israel   f 

David  reigns  alone  

Solomon   -  


f  The  temple  founded  in  the  4th  year  of  X 
X    Solomon,  and  in  the  year  of  the  exode-  •  / 


II.  Synchronous  with  rest  by  Gideon,  e<  se?.   

III.  Synchronous  with  Philistine  servitude,  et  seq.  

V.  Synchronous  with  latter  half  of  rest  by  Gideon,  and  Phil,  serv, 


Intervals  of  Years. 


I9i 


13J 

20 
18  ^40 


7i 


40j 


638 


Numb.  xiv.  33,  34. 
xiii.  8;  Jos.  xiv.  1,  2. 

:i.  23 ;  xiv.  1-15  (Numb. 

xiii.  2,6;  Lev.xxv.2-4). 
xxiv.  31,  33 ;  Jud.  ii.  7. 

ii.  10 ;  xvii.  1 ;  xxi.  25. 

iii.  7.  8  (Levit,  xxv.  8; 
xxvi.  34,  35,  43). 

iii.  9-11. 

iii.  12-14. 

iii.  15-30;  iv.  i. 
/iii.31;iv.  l-3;v.6;x.ll 
X    (1  Sam.  xii.  9). 

iv.  4-24;  v.  31. 
vi.  1-10. 

vi.  11;  viii.  32. 


viii.  35;  ix.  57. 
X.  1,  2. 
X.  3-5. 


viii.  33,  34;  x.  6-9;  xiii.  1. 
X.  10;  xii.  7. 
xii.  8-10. 
xii.  11,  12. 

xii.  13-15  (1  Sam.  xii.  11). 


r  viii.  33,34;  x.7;  xi.33;  xiii 
X  1  (1  Sam.iv.l;  vii.l4) 
xiii.  2;  xvi.  31. 

1  Sam.  viL  6. 


iv.  12-18. 


iv.  11 :  vi.  1. 


vii.  2 ;  Jud.  xiii.  5 ; 
.    20;  xvi.  31. 


1  Sam.  vii.  3-17. 
viii.  1-5. 

f  vii.  5;  X.  1,  21,  26;  xv. 
X    34 ;  Acts,  xiii.  21. 

1  Sm.  xxv.  1 ;  xxviii.3,  etseq. 

2  Sam.  ii.  8-11. 

iv.1-8;  V.4,  5;  1  K.  ii.  11, 
ii.  12. 

vi.  1. 


In  the  foregoing  table,  by  reference 
to  which  our  observations  will  be  fully 
illustrated,  the  dates  and  intervals  are 


disposed  so  as  to  represent  both  the 
elongated  principle  of  computation 
and  the  true  results  and  sections  of  the 
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history,  as  will  appear  from  the  fol- 
lowing inquiry.  The  dates- before  the 
Christian  era  are  added  to  facilitate 
synchronism,  and  the  corresponding 
portions  of  the  descending  and  ascend- 
ing series  of  dates  are  distinguished. 
The  subdivisions  of  the  period  of 
Joshua  and  the  elders,  and  of  the  forty 
years  of  Samuel  and  Saul,  are  stated 
from  Josephus  and  Nicephorus,  in 
agreement  with  the  incidental  notices 
of  Scripture ;  and  the  residue  of  the 
reign  of  Abimelech,  together  with  the 
seven  months  during  which  the  ark 
remained  with  the  Philistines,  are,  for 
convenience,  each  represented  by  the 
interval  of  half  a  year. 

It  is  necessary  to  make  a  few  pre- 
liminary observations  on  a  portion  of 
the  theocratic  intervals,  which  are  all 
expressly  stated  in  Scripture,  except 
that  which  separated  the  date  of  the 
arrival  of  the  Israelites  in  Canaan  from 
that  of  the  first  or  Mesopotamian  ser- 
vitude, and  the  period  of  Samuel's  go- 
vernment, from  the  overthrow  of  the 
Phihstines  till  his  sons  were  made 
judges. 

As  regards  the  first,  it  is,  we  think, 
as  clearly  to  be  inferred  as  if  directly 
stated ;  and  so  clearly,  that  any  further 
information  would  have  been  super- 
fluous. The  enactment  of  the  sabba- 
tical and  jubilean  periods  of  seven  and 
forty-nine  years,  detailed  in  Levit.xxv. 
had  primary  reference  to  the  sabbaths 
of  the  land,  as  fully  illustrated  in  the 
next  chapter,  from  the  date  of  the  first 
possession  by  the  chosen  people.  The 
conquest  by  Joshua  occupied  the  six 
working  years  of  the  first  sabbatical 
cycle,  and  the  land  rested  from  war, 
and  the  division  by  lot  took  place,  in 
the  seventh  or  sabbatical  year.  This 
is  made  perfectly  clear  by  the  age  of 
Caleb,  who  was  forty  years  old  when 
sent  by  Moses  to  spy  out  the  land  in 
the  second  year  of  the  departure  from 
Egypt,  and  eighty-five  at  the  date  of 
the  rest  and  division  (Josh. xiv.  7-10); 
and  as  Canaan  was  first  invaded  forty 
years  after  the  deliverance  from  Egypt, 
it  follows  that  six  years  had  expired 
from  the  date  of  the  invasion,  and  that 
the  seventh,  or  sabbatical  year,  corre- 
sponded with  the  eighty-fifth  of  Caleb's 
life. 

^  The  question  is  thus  far  so  free  from 
difficulty,  that  writers,  both  ancient 
and  modern,  are  agreed  on  it,  with 
hardly  an  exception ;  and  we  state  the 
particulars  on  account  of  their  bearings 


on  the  succeeding  intervals  of  rest  and 
affliction,  regarding  which  writers  are 
not  so  unanimous. 

Obedience  to  the  law  was  to  be 
temporally  rewarded  by  prosperous 
and  undisturbed  possession  of  the  land 
of  promise,  and  disobedience  visited 
by  invasion,  desolation,  and,  in  the 
end,  by  expulsion  ;  so  that  the  land 
should  enjoy  her  unfulfilled  sabbaths 
(Levit.  xxvi.  34,  35,  42,  43,  et  passim; 
2  Chron.  xxxvi.  21).  But  it  is  mani- 
fest, that  neither  these  nor  the  legal 
rites  in  general  could  be  either  entirely 
fulfilled  or  entirely  broken  until  the 
expiration  of  a  jubilee,  consisting  of 
seven  sabbatical  periods  —  until  the  in- 
stitution of  the  jubilean  year  had  been 
unfulfilled  —  the  year  which  accom- 
plished the  cycle  of  the  Mosaic  insti- 
tutions. This  was,  from  its  very  na- 
ture, a  marked  epoch  of  reward  or  of 
punishment,  of  deliverance  or  of  retri- 
bution— the  year  of  redemption  and  of 
vengeance,  as  repeatedly  declared  in 
holy  writ  ;  and  the  profane  Jewish 
writers  accordingly  estimate  the  time 
of  the  possession  of  the  promised  land 
by  a  series  of  jubilean  periods. 

As,  therefore,  the  sabbatical  period, 
in  the  first  place,  determined  the  ear- 
liest epoch  of  rest  to  the  land  and 
people  from  war,  so  the  jubilean  pe- 
riod determines  the  earliest  epoch  of 
punishment  for  crimes  that  could  not 
have  been  fully  committed  before  its 
expiration  ;  and,  as  Caleb's  age  limits 
the  former  to  the  first  sabbatical  year 
from  the  occupation  of  the  land,  so 
the  circumstance,  that  Othniel,  the  ne- 
phew of  Caleb,  was  the  agent  appointed 
to  deliver  his  nation,  on  repentance, 
from  the  first  tribulation  brought  on 
by  their  disobedience,  which  he  sur- 
vived not  less  than  forty  years,  equally 
limits  the  latter  to  the  first  jubilean 
period,  embracing  the  residue  of  the 
life  of  Joshua,  and  of  Eleazar,  the  son 
of  Aaron,  and  the  rest  of  the  elders, 
who  had  left  Egypt  and  survived 
Joshua ;  together  with  the  succeeding 
anarchy,  when  Phinehas,  son  of  Ele- 
azar, was  high-priest. 

The  first,  or  Mesopotamian  servi- 
tude, is  accordingly  dated  at  the  in- 
terval of  a  jubilean  period,  or  forty- 
nine  years,  from  the  first  occupation  of 
the  promised  land,  in  the  margin  of  the 
English  Bibles  ;  although  this  obvious 
principle  is  departed  from  in  the  tables 
at  the  end,  constructed  by  Bishop 
Lloyd  from  the  system  of  Archbishop 


6  Archceographia. —  The  Jewish  Theocracy. 


Ussher,  as  well  as  in  every  other  sys- 
tem, both  ancient  and  modern,  that  we 
at  present  recollect. 

The  time  that  Joshua  survived  the 
first  rest  from  war  and  the  division  of 
the  land  is  not  stated  in  Scripture,  but 
Caleb  was  his  colleague  in  the  spying 
out  of  the  land,  as  well  as  on  the  di- 
vision of  it  forty-five  years  afterwards, 
and  both  these  leaders  were  of  middle 
age  at  the  date  of  the  exode,  and  the 
only  two  such  who  were  permitted  to 
enter  Canaan ;  and  as  Joshua  was  the 
general  appointed  by  Moses  against 
the  Amalekites  in  the  second  month 
after  the  departure  from  Egypt,  at 
which  time  Caleb  was  in  his  fortieth 
year,  it  is  not  likely  that  the  ages  of 
Joshua  and  Caleb  were  very  difierent. 
Hence,  if  from  the  full  age  of  the 
former,  one  hundred  and  ten  years,  we 
deduct  that  of  the  latter,  eighty-five, 
when  the  land  was  divided,  we  cannot 
much  err  in  computing  the  survivorship 
of  Joshua  at  twenty-five  years.  The 
six  years  of  war  which  preceded,  will 
suppose  him  to  have  lived  thirty-one 
years  in  Canaan ;  and  if  to  this  we 
add  the  eighteen  years  which  Josephus 
interposes  between  the  death  of  Joshua 
and  the  first  servitude,  the  jubilean 
period  of  forty-nine  years  will  be 
complete. 

The  Jewish  historian  estimates  the 
life  of  Joshua  in  Canaan  at  twenty-five 
or  twenty-six  years,  inclusive  of  the 
conquest,  and  hence  falls  short  of  tiie 
truth,  either  here  or  in  the  eighteen  years 
assigned  to  the  next  interval.  Tliat  ex- 
cellent though  rude  old  writer,  the  au- 
thor of  the  Excerpta  Barbara- Latina^on 
the  other  hand,  computes  the  former  at 
thiny-one  years,  as  above,  but  supposes 
the  time  of  the  elders  and  anarchy  at 
twenty-three  ;  thus  exceeding  the  cycle 
by  as  much  as  Josephus  falls  short  of 
it.  The  patriarch  Nicephorus  assigns 
twenty -seven  years  to  Joshua  and 
twenty-three  to  the  elders,  the  sum  of 
these  being  one  year  only  too  much. 
Julius  Africanus  assigns  twenty -six 
years  to  Joshua  and  thirty  to  the  eld- 


ers ;  Syncellus,  twenty-seven  and  eight- 
een :  so  that  the  balance  in  excess  and 
defect  is  here  nearly  the  same  as  before. 
Twenty-seven  years  is  likewise  the  pe- 
riod given  to  Joshua  by  Theophilus, 
Clemens,  Eusebius,  the  author  of  the 
Paschal  Chronicle,  and  other  writers, 
on  the  alleged  authority  of  the  Samari- 
tan book  of  Joshua,  now  lost  ;*  but  in 
general  they  date  the  first  servitude 
from  the  death  of  Joshua,  which  is  a 
manifest  oversight. 

Enough  has,  it  is  hoped,  been  said 
to  prove  that  the  jubilean  period  is  the 
true  scriptural  interval  from  the  first 
occupation  of  Canaan  till  the  first  ser- 
vitude, which  immediately  followed 
the  breach  of  the  first  year  of  jubilte — 
an  institution  which,  it  may  be  inferred 
from  Neh.  viii.  17,  was  never  fully  ob- 
served by  the  Jews  before  the  return 
from  Babylon ;  and  hence  the  series 
of  servitudes  and  afflictions  which  fol- 
lowed the  first  non-observance  of  it. 
And  that  the  views  of  ancient  critics, 
so  far  as  regards  the  interval  of  which 
we  have  treated,  were  originally  founded 
on  the  true  principle,  is  apparent  from 
the  examples  quoted  above. 

Regarding  the  other  interval  which 
is  not  expressly  stated  in  the  liible, 
being  the  first  years  of  Samuel's  judge- 
ship, we  shall  arrive  at  it  as  our  in- 
quiry proceeds,  our  purpose  being  to 
clear  the  way  rather  than  to  anticipate. 

Jt  will  be  evident  from  our  table, 
that  if  the  minor  intervals  of  the  Jew- 
ish republic  be  summed  up,  in  the 
consecutive  order  in  which  they  appear 
in  the  books  of  Moses,  Joshua,  Judges, 
Samuel,  Kings,  and  Acts  (and  which, 
whether  all  successive  or  partly  con- 
temporary, could  not  be  so  clearly 
disposed  into  any  other  order  of  nar- 
rative), without  regard  to  either  prin- 
ciple or  history,  the  total  will  exceed 
the  date  of  the  temple  stated  in  1  Kings, 
vi.  1  (the  480th  year  of  the  exode),  by 
more  than  140  years.  This  literal  sum 
total  will,  however,  be  increased  or 
diminished,  according  to  the  manner 
in  which  the  critic  is  pleased  to  modify 


*  The  Samaritan  Pentateuch  dated  Joshua's  death  sixty-five  years  from  the  de- 
parture from  Egypt,  according-  to  a  passage  in  Clemens.  This  makes  his  life  in 
Canaan  tv»'euty-five,  and  not  twenty -seven  years. 

The  mean  is  twenty-six,  as  Josephus  and  Africanus  have  stated  Joshua's  life  in 
Canaan ;  and  for  this  number,  which  supposes  Joshua  five  years  older  than  Caleb, 
there  is,  perhaps,  the  most  authority.  The  twenty-three  years  assigned  by  Nicephorus 
and  the  Excerpta  Barh.-Lat.  to  the  elders  and  anarchy  will  then  complete  the  jubilean 
cycle,  and  the  eighteen  given  by  Josephus  to  the  elders  will  subdivide  the  twenty- 
three  into  eighteen  and  five.  We  have  thus  stated  the  distribution  in  our  tabular 
view. 
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and  dispose  the  intervals  of  Joshua 
and  the  elders,  and  those,  assigned  to 
the  last  Philistine  servitude,  to  Samson, 
Eli,  Samuel,  and  Saul.  In  our  state- 
ment, we  have  carefully  adhered  to  the 
text. 

The  father  of  this  undistinguishingly 
consecutive  method  would,  as  above, 
appear  to  have  been  the  historian  Jo- 
sephus,  whose  disagreement  with  him- 
self in  stating  the  full  interval  at  591, 
611,  and  621  years,  in  different  parts 
of  his  writings,  shews  that  he  possessed 
no  sacred  authority,  and  gives  us 
merely  his  private  acceptation  of  the 
inspired  record.  The  number  591  is, 
however,  that  which  is  adopted  into 
his  general  System  of  Chronology ;  and 
in  this  we  may,  perhaps,  detect  a  re- 
cognition of  the  scriptural  date  of  the 
temple.  The  sum  of  all  the  servitudes, 
111  years,  added  to  that  date  480,  will 
give  the  full  period  of  Josephus  —  591 
years.  Here,  then,  the  former  would 
seem  recognised  as  the  sum  of  the  in- 
tervals of  regular  government,  exclusive 
of  those  of  foreign  domination ;  and 
were  there  any  doubt  about  the  origin- 
ality of  the  date  of  the  temple  —  did  it 
appear  in  only  one  version  instead  of 
all  —  this  circumstance  would  almost 
establish  it.  Several  critics  (among 
whom  are  the  two  Vossii  and  L. 
Capellus),  who  reject  the  text  as  an 
absolute  date,  are  accordingly  w^illing 
to  admit  its  originality  on  these  con- 
ditions. 

This  small  quota  of  system  is,  how- 
ever, discernible  in  few  of  the  followers 
of  Josephus.  These,  as  Theophilus, 
Clemens,  Africanus,  the  authors  of  the 
Alexandrine  Chronicle  and  of  the  Ex- 
cerpta  Barbaro-Latina,  John  Malala, 
Syncellus,  the  patriarch  Nicephorus, 
Abulpharagius,  and  Eutychus,  &c., 
among  the  ancients ;  and  Dionysius 
Petavius,  the  two  Vossii,  Capellus, 
Codomannus,  Serrarius,  Grotius,  Dr. 
Hales,  and  Dr.  Russell,  among  the 
moderns ;  agree  in  but  one  point  — 


Theophilus   540 

Clemens    566 

Africanus  744 

Chr.  Alex   630 

Excerpt.  Barb.-Lat  650 

Malala   682 

Syncellus    656 

Nicephorus    633 


that  of  rejecting  the  ancient,  and  cer- 
tainly original  date,  of  1  Kings,  vi.  1, 
as  a  statement  of  their  various  substi- 
tutions, which  we  subjoin  (so  far  as 
the  authorities  are  at  hand*)  for  the 
reader's  edification,  will  evince.  It 
will  likewise  give  decisive  proof  of  the 
futility  of  all  such  attempts. 

Of  those  authors  who  admit  the  va- 
lidity of  the  reading,  there  are  several 
classes,  which  are  likewise  agreed  but 
on  the  single  point  of  this  admission  : 
a  highly  important  one,  we  admit.  It 
is,  however,  only  admission  without 
proof,  as  the  several  methods  oT  recon- 
ciling the  particulars  with  the  stated 
total  will  demonstrate.  In  the  former 
case,  little  more  was  required  for  chro- 
nological inquiry  than  an  application 
of  the  first  rule  of  arithmetic.  In  the 
present,  the  ingenuity  of  the  writers 
was  more  severely  taxed. 

Eusebius,  and  his  immediate  fol- 
lowers, Jerome,  Augustine,  Orosius, 
Beda,  &c.,  ground  their  views  on  an 
alleged  Jewish  tradition,  that  the  times 
of  the  servitudes  are  included  in  the 
first  years  of  the  following  rests;  and 
hence  find  no  difficulty  in  bringing  the 
intervals  of  native  rule  within  the  stated 
period. 

The  editors  of  the  English  Bible,  in 
their  marginal  dates,  and  Sir  John 
Marsham,  have  tried  to  remedy  this 
error,  by  extending  the  principle  of 
contemporaneousness  to  some  of  the 
judges,  as  well  as  to  the  servitudes. 
They  suppose  the  early  periods  of  af- 
fliction and  rest  to  have  been  succes- 
sive, and,  to  meet  the  difficulty,  lessen 
the  time  of  rest  under  Ehud  from 
eighty  to  twenty  years,  referring  the 
other  sixty  years  to  the  times  of  the 
Canaanite  servitude  and  of  the  rest  by 
Deborah.  The  two  last  oppressions 
by  the  Ammonites  and  Philistines  they 
make  contemporary ;  and  with  reason, 
as  will  appear. 

Scaliger,  Archbishop  Ussher,  and 
Bishop  Lloyd,  whose  views  are  adopted 


Petavius   520 

I.  Vossius  (undateable) 

Codomannus   599 

Serrarius   680 

Grotius   580 

Hales,  from  Josephus  621 


Russell,  from  Josephus   591 


To  these  we  may  add  the  opi  'on  of  Origen,  who  would  read  the  490th  instead 
of  the  480th  year;  and  of  Mr.  Cuning];ame,  who,  ia  a  learned  essay  in  No.  X.  of 
the  Morning  Watch,  adopts  the  third  statement  of  Josephus,  611  years. 
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into  our  biblical  tables,  and  by  the 
authors  of  the  Universal  Hiatory,  make 
a  judicious  distinction  between  the  in- 
tervals expressly  called  periods  of"  rest 
from  war/'  and  those  merely  ascribed 
to  tlie  judges,  but  fail  in  the  appli- 
cation of  it.  Each  of  the  former  they 
date  from  the  preceding  rest  ;  Oth- 
niel's  from  the  rest  by  Joshua,  Ehud's 
from  the  rest  by  Othniel,  Deborah's 
from  the  rest  by  Ehud,  and  Gideon's 
from  the  rest  by  Deborah  ;  so  that  each 
rest  and  judgeship  is  separated  from  it- 
self, and  inconsistently  involves  the  pre- 
ceding servitude  with  the  Eusebian  sys- 
tem .  The  subsequent  periods  of  govern- 
ment and  servitude  they  make  contem- 
poraneous with  Eusebius  and  his  fol- 
lowers, a  slight  variation  in  the  case  of 
Scaliger  excepted.  It  thus  appears, 
that,  from  the  first  ages  of  Christianity, 
one  extensive  class  of  critics  has  rejected 
a  fundamental  biblical  period  without 
any  agreed  substitute,  while  another  has 
made  the  impugned  period  the  unsup- 
ported criterion  of  its  own  validity. 

The  importance  to  history  of  de- 
monstrating that,  had  the  period  never 
been  expressly  stated,  no  other  could 
result  from  its  elements,  need  not 
therefore  be  insisted  on. 

We  shall  now  proceed  to  shew,  that 
all  these  theories  are  partly  wrong  and 
partly  right,  and  may  be  all  concen- 
trated into  one  common  and  simple 
principle,  pointing  to  uniform  conclu- 
sions ; — that  the  consecutive  principle 
of  Joseph  and  his  followers,  when 
scripturally  adopted,  can  alone  lead  us 
to  the  truth  ;  that  the  contemporaneous 
principle  of  Eusebius  and  his  followers 
will,  in  a  great  degree,  result  from  the 
former  ;  that  the  double  judicatures 
and  servitudes  of  the  editors  of  the 
English  Bible,  and  Marsham,  will 
also,  to  a  certain  extent,  result  from 
it;  and,  finally,  that  the  distinction 
between  the  periods  of  rest  from  war 
and  those  of  mere  rule  adopted  by 
Scaliger,  Ussher,  and  Lloyd,  rightly 
understood,  will  likewise  be  clearly 
evinced. 

Let  us  now  briefly  shew  our  readers 
how  these  apparently  complicated  pro- 
blems may  be  solved  with  perspicuity 
and  simplicity  ;  first  drawing  their  at- 
tention to  the  self-evident  fact,  that  the 
period  of  the  Jewish  republic  being 
that  of  a  theocracy,  it  is  primarily  and 
necessarily  measured  independently  of 
the  reigns  or  government  of  men  :  that 
is,  by  the  intervals  of  observance  and 


non-observance  of  God's  law — intervals 
of  obedience  and  rest,  and  of  non-obe- 
dience and  consequent  punishment  and 
servitude ;  and  more  critically,  by  the 
great  cycles  of  the  law,  as  we  hope 
hereafter  to  make  appear.  The  con- 
sistency of  this  view  is,  we  apprehend, 
as  self-evident  as  the  propriety  of  the 
computation  of  the  patriarchal  interval 
of  the  book  of  Genesis  by  the  genera- 
tions of  men,  and  that  of  the  regal 
period  by  the  reigns  of  kings.  The 
intervening  times  of  the  judges  are  of 
but  secondary  moment  to  the  divine 
reign  of  the  theocratic  interval,  of  which 
the  former  were  but  collateral  elements  : 
all  is  consistent  and  systematic  —  we 
may  almost  add,  scientific  —  beyond 
any  other  example  in  history. 

The  principle  of  the  successive  in- 
tervals of  labour  and  rest  has  been 
already  shewn,  with  respect  to  the  pe- 
riod between  the  occupation  of  the 
land  and  the  first  servitude ;  and  that 
it  extends  itself  to  the  whole  period  of 
the  theocracy  is  made  sufficiently  ap- 
parent in  Judges  ii.  11 — 19,  as  already 
mentioned.  The  following  is  the  state- 
ment : — "  And  the  children  of  Israel 
did  evil  in  the  sight  of  the  Lord,  and 
served  Baalim  ;  and  they  forsook  the 
Lord  God  of  their  fathers,  which 
brought  them  out  of  the  land  of  Egypt, 
and  followed  other  gods,  of  the  gods  of 
the  people  that  were  round  about  them, 
and  bowed  themselves  unto  them,  and 
provoked  the  Lord  to  anger.  And 
they  forsook  the  Lord,  and  served 
Baal  and  Ashtaroth.  And  the  anger 
of  the  Lord  was  hot  against  Israel,  and 
he  delivered  them  into  the  hands  of 
spoilers  that  spoiled  them  ;  and  he 
sold  them  into  the  hands  of  their  ene- 
mies round  about,  so  that  they  could 
not  any  longer  stand  before  their  ene- 
mies. Whithersoever  they  went  out, 
the  hand  of  the  Lord  was  against  them 
for  evil,  as  the  Lord  had  said,  and  as 
the  Lord  had  sworn  unto  them :  and 
they  were  greatly  distressed.  Never- 
theless, the  Lord  raised  up  judges, 
which  delivered  them  out  of  the  hand 
of  those  that  spoiled  them.  And  yet 
they  would  not  hearken  unto  their 
judges,  but  they  went  a-whormg  after 
other  gods,  and  bowed  themselves  unto 
them :  they  turned  quickly  out  of  the 
way  which  their  fathers  walked  in, 
obeying  the  commandments  of  the 
Lord  ;  but  they  did  not  so.  And 
when  the  Lord  raised  them  up  judges, 
then  the  Lord  was  with  the  judge,  and 
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delivered  them  out  of  the  liaiid  of  their 
enemies  all  the  days  of  the  judge  :  for 
it  repented  the  Lord  because  of  their 
groanings  by  reason  of  tiiem  that  op- 
pressed them  and  vexed  them.  And 
it  came  to  pass  when  the  judge  was 
dead,  that  they  returned  and  corrupted 
themselves  more  than  their  fathers,  in 
following  other  gods  to  serve  them, 
and  to  bow  down  unto  them  :  they 
ceased  not  from  their  own  doings,  nor 
from  their  stubborn  ways." 

Well  may  we  say  with  Marsham, 
"  Frustra  qui  contra  tarn  expressa  con- 
tenduntr  and  well  would  it  have  been 
for  this  scholar's  theory  had  he  ex- 
tended the  remark  beyond  the  mere 
date  of  the  temple,  which  it  was  his 
object  to  defend.  Here  we  have  before 
us  the  key  to  the  whole  system  of  this 
part  of  the  sacred  chronology,  in  texts 
which  have  been  literally  accepted, 
although  in  a  great  degree  misapplied, 
by  the  impugners  of  1  Kings,  vi.  1, 
while  they  have  been  virtually  rejected 
by  every  defender  of  the  last-mentioned 
text.  We  only  require  permission  to 
apply  the  principle  here  developed, 
literatim  et  verbatim,  to  the  history  and 
chronology  of  the  period  to  which  it 
refers;  and  that  it  shall  be  admitted  as 
a  postulate,  as  the  text  requires,  that 
intervals  of  servitude  and  oppression, 
and  of  deliverance  and  rest,  cannot 
coexist. 

After  the  deliverance  from  Egypt  by 
Moses,  and  the  rest  from  the  war  of 
conquest  procured  by  Joshua,  there 
are  five  epochs  of  rebellion  against 
God's  law,  each  followed  by  a  period 
of  foreign  invasion  and  servitude,  and 
each  of  the  latter  by  a  deliverance  on 
repentance,  and  a  period  of  rest  from 
war,  ending  with  the  deliverance  from 
the  Philistine  servitude,  commenced 
by  Samson,  and  finally  procured  by 
Samuel  ;  independently  of  the  Am- 
monite oppression  and  deliverance  by 
Jephthah,  to  which  we  shall  recur. 

1.  As  a  punishment  for  the  first  re- 
bellion and  final  non-obedience  of  the 
Mosaic  institutions,  the  Mesopotamians 
conquer  Israel,  and  liold  tiie  nation  in 
servitude  eight  years.  On  their  re- 
pentance, Oihniel  the  nephew  of  Caleb 
is  raised  up  for  their  deliverance  :  he 


procures  a  rest  from  war  of  forty  years 
during  his  lifetime. 

2.  At  the  end  of  this  period  a  second 
rebellion  ensues,  included  in  the  time 
of  rest  from  war,  and  is  punished  by 
the  Moabite  servitude  of  eighteen  years. 
It  chiefly  affects  the  part  of  the  nation 
eastward  of  Jordan,  whicli  was  doubt- 
less the  most  disobedient,  and  partially 
the  western  tribes  of  Canaan  proper, 
who,  we  doubt  not, had  their  legitimate 
rulers  during  the  period  ofoppression  (as 
below).  The  only  time  of  actual  anarchy 
appears  to  have  been  the  short  interval 
which  separated  that  of  the  elders  who 
succeeded  Joshua  from  the  first  servi- 
tude, Josh.xxiv.  31,33;  Judges,  ii.  7, 
10;  xvii-xxi ;  Ruth,  i.  1.  Ehud,  a 
Benjamite,  is,  on  repentance,  raised 
up  as  generalissimo,  and  delivers  his 
country.  A  long  rest  from  war  ofeighty 
years,  or  till  the  death  of  Ehud,  follows. 

3.  At  the  conclusion  of  the  rest  by 
Ehud,  a  third  falling  off  takes  place. 
The  Philistines  invade  Israel  on  the 
south,  and  the  Canaanites  on  the  north. 
How  long  the  oppression  of  the  former 
lasted,  till  the  deliverance  by  the  hero 
Shamgar,  is  not  stated;  but  that  it 
was  a  serious  one,  is  evident.  "  The 
highways  were  unoccupied,  and  the 
travellers  walked  through  byways " 
(Judges,  v.  6.  See,  also,  Judges,  x.  1 1 , 
and  1  Sam.  xi.  9).  This  oppressioa 
and  deliverance,  Josephus  has  inter- 
posed between  the  times  of  Ehud's 
rest  and  of  the  Canaanite  servitude, 
we  think  in  complete  opposition  to  the 
text  of  Judges,  iii.  31 ;  iv.  1 ;  v.  6;  and 
guessed  their  duration  at  a  year* — an 
unauthorised  element  in  the  chronology 
of  the  period  ;  and  in  this  disposition 
of  the  history  he  is  followed  by  nearly 
every  writer,  ancient  and  modern.  The 
case  is  manifestly  analogous  to  that  of 
the  simultaneous  invasion  of  the  Phi- 
listines and  Ammonites,  x.  7  (as  be- 
low) ;  neither  was  the  Philistine  op- 
pression in  the  present  case  coeval  in 
duration  with  that  of  their  allies,  the 
Canaanites,  which  lasted  twenty  years, 
and  was  followed  by  the  deliverance 
and  forty  years'  rest  from  war,  procured 
by  Deborah,  the  prophetess,  assisted 
by  her  general,  Barak  ;  the  former  hav- 
ing judged  part  of  the  nation  during  at 


•  Some  of  the  ancient  chronogrnphers  have  divided  the  eighty  years  of  rest 
between  Ehud  and  Sliamgar.  I'he  Alexandrine  Chronicle  assigns  tif'ty-six  to  the 
former  and  twenty-four  to  the  latter ;  the  Excerpta  Barbaro- Lutine  has  fifty-five  and 
twenty-five  :  but  this  is  mere  nonseiiae. 
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least  a  portion  of  the  preceding  ser- 
vitude, probably  as  the  successor  of 
Shamgar  (Judges,  v.  6,  7) :  but  whether 
she  survived  till  tlie  end  of  the  rest  from 
war,  is  not  mentioned.  Probably  not, 
as  she  had  previously  been  judge ;  and 
if  so,  Barak,  or  some  other  ruler  whose 
name  is  not  stated,  as  in  the  time  of 
the  Moabite  servitude,  doubtless  suc- 
ceeded her  —  the  design  of  the  record 
being,  as  above,  the  religious  and  mo- 
ral, rather  than  the  political  history  of 
the  nation.  Let  us  here  remark,  that 
as  the  epochs  of  relapse,  the  proximate 
cause  of  the  speedy  punishments  which 
followed,  are  necessarily  included  in 
the  preceding  interval  of  rest;  so  the 
times  of  repentance,  the  proximate 
cause  of  the  ensuing  deliverances,  are 
included  in  the  periods  of  oppression 
and  servitude. 

4.  After  a  fourth  relapse,  the  Israel- 
ites are  punished  by  the  Midianite 
servitude  of  seven  years  ;  at  the  end  of 
which,  Gideon,  of  the  tribe  of  Manas- 
seh,  is  raised  up,  and  delivers  his 
country,  and  procures  a  rest  from  war 
of  forty  years,  or  during  the  remainder 
of  his  life  :  at  the  termination  of  which 
Israel  again  relapses,  and  is  again  op- 
pressed by  servitude  as  before.  He, 
however,  does  not  rule  the  nation,  and 
seems  to  have  exercised  but  little  in- 
fluence on  its  affairs.  To  this,  and 
what  follows,  we  request  the  reader's 
particular  attention. 

The  reins  of  government  are  offered 
to  him  by  the  people,  on  his  return 
from  the  slaughter  of  the  Midianites, 
with  a  proposal  to  make  them  heredi- 
tary in  his  family.  This  departure 
from  precedent,  and  reliance  on  the 
Divine  favour  and  protection,  disgusts 
him,  and  he  retires  to  his  own  house 
at  Ophrath ;  where,  omitting  to  prac- 
tise what  he  had  preached,  he  leads 
the  life  of  an  idolatrous  priest,  and  not 
that  of  a  legislator  (Judg.  viii.  22 — 27), 
as  commentators  have  invariably  in- 
ferred :  a  self-evident  mistake,  which 
is  the  grand  source  of  error  and  diffi- 
culty on  the  question  of  which  we  are 
treating,  as  will  soon  be  apparent. 

Gideon's  son,  Abimelech,  by  a  con- 
cubine, residing  at  Shechem,  incited, 
no  doubt,  by  the  proposals  made  to 
his  father,  of  making  the  government 
hereditary  in  his  house,  immediately 
sets  up  for  king,  and  slays  the  seventy 
legitimate  sons  of  Gideon,  to  prevent  a 
disputed  succession.  He  acquires  a 
sufficient  number  of  followers  to  ensure 


a  temporary  success,  and,  after  reign- 
ing a  little  more  than  three  years,  is 
slain.  The  government  appears  thence- 
forward to  have  assumed  a  more  fixed 
or  political  form  than  previously  ;  and 
a  regular  succession  of  rulers  follows. 
Tolah,  of  the  tribe  of  Issachar,  suc- 
ceeds Abimelech,  and  rules  as  judge 
during  twenty-three  years;  Jair,  a 
Gileadite,  follows,  and  governs  the 
northern  tribes  twenty-two  years. 

5.  The  nation  having  relapsed  at  the 
end  of  the  forty  years'  rest  procured  by 
Gideon,  are  delivered  "  into  the  hands 
of  the  Philistines,  and  into  the  hands 
of  the  children  of  Ammon,"  three  hun- 
dred years  after  the  arrival  of  Israel  in 
the  country  beyond  Jordan  (Judg.  viii, 
28,  33  ;  X.  6,7;  xi.  26).  The  latter 
grievously  oppress  the  tribes  beyond 
Jordan,  and  partially  those  on  this  side 
the  river,  during  eighteen  years ;  at 
the  end  of  which  period  a  partial  re- 
pentance ensues,  and  Jephthah  the 
Gileadite  is  raised  up,  and  conquers 
and  expels  the  Ammonites.  This  de- 
liverer is  not  stated,  as  in  the  five 
former  cases,  to  have  procured  the 
hmd  rest  from  war  (Josh.  xi.  23;  xiv. 
15  ;  Judg.  iii.  11,  30;  v.  31 ;  viii.  28; 
XI.  33) ;  the  Piiilistine  servitude  of  forty 
years,  the  origin  of  which  is  described 
with  that  of  the  Ammonites,  still  con- 
tinuing to  oppress  the  western  tribes, 
as  below.  The  case  is  precisely  si- 
milar to  that  of  the  Philistine  and 
Canaanite  servitude,  and  the  partial 
and  final  deliverances  by  Shamgar  and 
Deborah,  above  mentioned,  as  well  as 
to  that  of  Samson's  commencement 
and  Samuel's  completion  of  the  deli- 
verance from  the  Pliilistines,  as  below. 

Jephthah  judged  the  country  beyond 
Jordan  during  six  years  after  his  vic- 
tory; Ibzan,  of  Bethlehem  (in  Zebu- 
lun  ?),  succeeded,  and  judged  seven 
years.  Then  Elon,  a  Zebulunite,  ten 
years  ;  and  Abdon,  an  Ephraimite,  the 
last  ofthis  succession,  during  eight  years. 
The  rule  of  these  judges  appears  to  have 
extended  over  the  tribes  which  after- 
wards constituted  the  kingdom  of  Ish- 
bosheth,  son  of  Saul,  and,  ultimately, 
the  kingdom  of  Israel. 

Let  us  now  revert  to  the  rest  of  forty 
years  procured  by  Gideon,  which  was 
terminated  by  the  customury  relapse, 
followed  by  the  Philistine  and  Ammon- 
ite invasion  and  servitude,  as  above. 

Down  to  this  period —  the  deliver- 
ance by  Gideon — we  have  literally  ad- 
hered to  the  principle  of  successive 


Archceugraphia. — The  Jewish  Theocracy. 


11 


servitudes  and  periods  of  rest  adopted 
by  Josephus,  and  tlie  rejectors  of  the 
theocratic  period  of  1  Kings,  vi.  1, 
because  compelled  to  do  so  by  the 
literal  text  of  Judges,  ii.  in  agreement 
with  the  unvarying  tenour  of  tiie  his- 
tory, and  by  common  sense.  Tlie  great 
error  of  Josephus  and  his  disciples 
is,  that  here  they  cease  to  follow  the 
letter  of  the  history  ;  which  is  here 
equally  disregarded  by  the  advocates 
of  the  date  of  the  temple,  who  have 
paid  far  less  attention  than  their  oppo- 
nents to  the  preceding  parts  of  the 
history. 

Commentators,  critics,  and  chrono- 
logers,  on  both  sides  of  the  question, 
as  already  mentioned,  have  been  una- 
nimous in  making  a  judgeship  for 
Gideon  out  of  the  forty  years  of  rest 
from  war,  procured  by  that  general's 
victory  over  the  Midianites,  and  inter- 
posing it  between  the  dates  of  the  ex- 
pulsion of  the  Midianites  and  the  reign 
of  his  son  Abimelech ;  they  liave  thus 
added  the  three  years  and  odd  months 
of  this  reign,  the  twenty-three  of  To- 
lah's  judgesliip,  and  the  twenty-two  of 
Jair's,  to  the  forty  years  of  rest  from 
war,  which  separates  the  Midianite 
and  Philistio- Ammonite  servitudes, 
thereby  making  the  period  of  rest  from 
war  upwards  of  eighty-eiglu  years,  in- 
stead of  forty,  as  expressly  stated  ;  and 
in  connexion  with  which,  the  times  of 
the  coexisting  rulers  are  necessarily  of 
secondary  moment,  in  reference  to  a 
history  like  this  —  the  religious  and 
moral  history  of  the  Jews  under  the 
theocracy. 

Gideon,  as  already  shewn,  retired  to 
private  life  immediately  on  his  return 
from  the  conquest  of  the  Midianites, 
on  his  refusal  of  the  splendid  offer 
made  him  by  the  nation.  The  only 
fruits  he  reaped  were  the  ear-rings  of 
the  Midianites,  to  make  his  idolatrous 
ephod.  Abimelech  immediately  usurj)- 
ed,  and  the  forty  years  of  rest  from  war 
were  consequently  collateral  with  the 
times  of  Abimelech  and  his  succes- 
sors, who  ruled  in  peace  from  foreign 
invasion,  until  about  the  fifteenth 
year  of  the  judgeship  of  Jair  the 
Gileadite;  when  the  relapse  occurred, 
and  the  consequent  servitude  under 
the  Philistines  and  Ammonites  began. 

Had  the  retirement  of  Gideon  been 
altogether  passed  over,  it  would  not 
have  altered  the  case  of  the  forty  years 
of  rest  connecting  the  successive  Mi- 
dianite and  Pliilistio-Ammonite  servi- 


tudes, and  of  the  consequent  exclusion 
of  the  reigns  of  Abimelech  and  his 
successors  from  the  primary  theocratic 
chronological  canon.  But,  as  if  to 
remove  the  possibility  of  any  question 
being  raised  of  this  invariable  principle 
from  ihe  rest  by  Joshua  to  the  deliver- 
ance by  Samuel,  we  ha\  e  an  express 
account  of  the  retirement  of  Gideon 
immediately  on  his  victory  over  the 
Midianites. 

Thus  the  first  great  difficulty  is  re- 
moved by  the  detection  of  this  un- 
accountable oversight,  and  the  principle 
of  the  opponents  of  1  Kings,  vi.  1,  de- 
monstrated, on  their  own  shewing,  to 
be  more  favourable  to  that  text  than 
those  of  its  advocates ;  and  this,  by 
relieving  us  from  the  inconsistency  of 
supposing  any  part  of  the  respective 
intervals  of  servitude  and  rest  to  have 
been  synchronous. 

The  simultaneous  origin  of  the  Phi- 
listine and  Ammonite  servitude  is 
stated,  and  its  epoch  fixed  to  the  343d 
year  of  the  departure  from  Egypt,  and 
the  303d  from  the  conquest  of  the 
country  beyond  Jordan  by  Moses,  in 
accordance  with  Jepbthah's  message 
to  the  king  of  Ammon ;  in  which  the 
latter  is  stated,  in  round  numbers,  at 
three  hundred  years  (Judges,  xi.  26). 

The  following  are  the  elements  of 
this  date : 

An.  Exode.  Yrs. 
1  The  journey  in  the  wilderness  . .  40 

41  The  war  of  conquest   6 

47  The  rest  from  war  by  Joshua  ...  43 
90  The  Mesopotamian  servitude  ...  8 
98  The  rest  from  war  by  Othniel ...  40 

38  The  Moabite  servitude  18 

156  The  rest  from  war  by  Ehud  ....  80 
236  The  Philistine  and  Canaanite  ser- 
vitude  20 

256  The  rest  from  war  by  Deborah . .  40 

296  The  Midianite  servitude    7 

303  The  rest  from  war  by  Gideon  . .  40 
343  The  Philistine  and  Ammonite 

servitude  — 

Let  it  here  be  noted,  that,  independ- 
ently of  the  history,  the  interpolation 
of  the  times  of  Abimelech,  Tolah,  and 
Jair,  between  the  two  last  dates,  de- 
stroys the  consistency  of  the  period  of 
Judges,  xi.  26,  by  adding  half  a  century 
to  it.  See  our  tabular  view  of  the 
history,  in  which  it  will  appear  that 
the  end  of  Gideon's  rest  is  the  point  of 
time  at  which  the  principles  we  have 
followed  compel  us  to  differ  from  the 
rejectors  of  the  date  of  the  temple. 

The  history,  after  having  mentioned 
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the  double  invasion,  proceeds  with  that 
whose  effects  were  soonest  terminated, 
and  relates  the  raising  up  of  Jephthah 
(not  as  successor  to  J  air,  as  the  advo- 
cates of  the  disputed  text  would  infer, 
but  as  a  special  deliverer,  raised  up 
after  an  interval  of  foreign  oppression), 
and  his  expulsion  of  the  Ammonites, 
after  they  had,  during  eighteen  years, 
oppressed  the  tribes  beyond  Jordan, 
and  made  incursions  on  this  side  the 
river.  This  deliverer  is  not,  however, 
stated  to  have  effected  a  rest  from  war, 
according  to  the  uniform  custom  of  the 
record  in  all  other  instances ;  by  reason 
of  the  coexisting  Philistine  servitude, 
as  already  shewn.  So  marked  an  ex- 
ception to  general  rule  cannot  be  with- 
out reason,  and  it  accords  with  the 
simultaneous  origin  of  this  double  ser- 
vitude expressly  stated  in  Judges,  x.7, 
and  with  the  shorter  duration  of  that  of 
Ammon;  as  in  the  analogous  case  of 
the  first  Philistine  and  Canaanile  ser- 
vitude. 

After  disposing  of  the  history  of  the 
Ammonite  oppressions  and  war  of  de- 
liverance, and  of  Jephthah  and  the 
line  of  Judges  which  directly  succeed 
him,  tlie  account  of  the  Philistine  ser- 
vitude is  resumed,  and  its  duration  of 
forty  years  stated  (xiii.  1).  The  birth 
of  Samson,  a  Danite,  at  its  commence- 
ment, and  his  adventures  and  judge- 
ship of  twenty  years,  during  the  latter 
part  of  this  servitude,  are  related.  It 
follows,  that  the  judgeship  of  Samson 
on  this  side  Jordan,  and  his  exploits 
against  the  Philistines,  commenced 
nearly  at  the  same  time  with  that  of 
Jephthah's  on  the  other  side  of  the 
river,  on  the  expulsion  of  Ammon, 
eighteen  years  from  the  beginning  of 
the  joint  invasion. 

Samson's  judgeship,  let  it  be  ob- 
served, both  commenced  and  ended 
while  the  Philistines  were  predomi- 
nant; and  it  is  accordingly  expressly 
stated  that  he  did  not  deliver,  but 
"  began  to  deliver,  Israel  out  of  the 
hands  of  the  Philistines"  (xiii.  5) :  so 
Shamgar  and  Jephthah  began  the  de- 
liverances afterwards  completed  by 
others.  No  further  rest  from  war  is 
therefore  mentioned  in  this  part  of  the 
history  of  the  judges,  and  for  the  final 
deliverance  we  must  look  to  the  first 
book  of  Samuel. 

We  there  learn,  that  Samuel  was 
born  when  Eli  was  high-priest  and 
judge;  that  he  became  publicly  known 
as  a  prophet  of  God  (iii.  19-21,  iv.  1) 


before  the  death  of  El' ,  who  had  judged 
Israel  forty  years,  and  died  on  hearing 
of  the  death  of  his  sons  and  the  capture 
of  the  ark  of  the  covenant,  in  an  un- 
successful attempt  (iv.  1)  made  by  the 
Israelites  to  recover  their  liberty  from 
the  Philistines.  The  ark  was  restored, 
after  it  had  remained  seven  months  in 
the  hands  of  the  Philistines,  and  de- 
posited in  the  house  of  Abinadab,  at 
Kirjath-jearim ;  where  it  is  stated  to 
have  continued  twenty  years,  until  the 
repentance  of  the  Israelites,  and  the 
final  overthrow  of  the  Philistines  and 
deliverance  from  servitude  by  Samuel 
(1  Sam.  vii.  1-13,  et  seg.). 

From  this  account  it  is  evident,  that 
the  twenty  years  last  mentioned  were 
nearly  coeval  with  the  twenty  of  the 
judgeship  of  Samson,  who  was  born  at 
the  commencement  of  the  forty  years 
of  the  Philistine  servitude,  and  began 
the  deliverance  of  Israel  as  above. 

As  the  beginning  of  this  latter  half 
of  the  servitude  nearly  coincides  with 
Jephthah's  deliverance  of  the  country 
beyond  Jordan  from  the  eighteen  years' 
oppression  of  Ammon,  it  follows,  al- 
most to  demonstration,  that  Jephthah's 
victory  originated  that  attempt  of  the 
Israelites  to  recover  their  liberty  (1  Sam. 
iv.  1),  in  which  the  ark  was  taken, 
and  which  was  followed  by  the  death 
of  Eli,  after  his  judgeship  of  forty 
years.  It  is  likewise  manifest,  that 
Eli  was  the  immediate  predecessor  of 
Samson  as  judge  over  the  southern 
tribes,  and  not  his  successor,  as  has^ 
been  too  generally  inferred  from  the 
necessary  order  of  the  text.  A  com- 
parison of  these  elements  will  refer  the 
revolt  of  Israel  against  the  Philistines 
to  the  next  year  after  its  proximate 
cause — the  expulsion  of  the  Ammon- 
ites by  Jephthah  ;  as  will  soon  appear. 

We  thus  find  a  double  succession  of 
judges,  as  well  as  a  double  servitude, 
with  the  editors  of  the  English  Bible 
and  Sir  John  Marsham,  in  Jephthah 
and  his  successors  beyond  Jordan,  and 
northwards ;  and  Eli  and  Samson  on 
this  side  the  river  southwards;  and  in 
the  contemporary  Philistine  and  Am- 
monite servitude;  as  we  before  disco- 
vered the  consecutive  principle  of  Jo- 
sephus  and  his  followers,  when  rightly 
viewed,  to  be  the  only  true  one,  to- 
gether with  the  distinction  between  the 
times  of  the  rests  from  war  and  the 
times  pioper  to  the  judges,  which  has 
been  mistakenly  appreciated  by  Sca- 
liger,  Ussher,  and  their  followers. 
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Let  us  now  proceed  to  the  sequel. 
The  date  of  the  PhUistine  and  Am- 
monite servitude,  which  followed  the 
forty  years  of  rest  from  war  procured 
by  Gideon,  is  the  343d  year  of  the 
departure  from  Egypt,  as  above,  and 
about  the  fifteenth  of  the  judgeship  of 
Jair,  the  direct  successor  of  Abimelech. 
The  death  of  Jair,  who  ruled  twenty- 
two  years,  will  then  fall  in  the  351st 
year  from  the  exode,  and  in  the  ninth 
of  the  Philistine  and  Ammonite  servi- 
tude; and  the  expulsion  of  the  Am- 
monites by  Jephthah,  after  they  had 
oppressed  the  trans-Jordanic  tribes 
eighteen  years,  in  the  361st  year  from 
the  exode.  The  thirty-one  years  of 
Jephthah  and  his  three  immediate  suc- 
cessors will  terminate  in  the  392d 
year  of  the  same  era. 

The  death  of  Eli  and  accession  of 
Samson,  twenty  years  and  seven  months 
before  the  termination  of  the  Philistine 
servitude  of  forty  years  (coeval  in  its 
commencement  with  that  of  the  Am- 
monite oppression),  will,  in  like  man- 
ner, fall  in  the  362d  year  of  the  de- 
parture from  Egypt  ;  and  this  will 
place  the  insurrection  of  the  western 
tribes  against  the  Philistines  in  the 
next  year  after  Jephthah's  expulsion  of 
the  Ammonites  from  beyond  Jordan, 
as  above.  It  will  refer  the  accession 
of  Eli,  as  judge  over  the  south-western 
tribes,  to  the  322d  of  that  epoch,  and 
the  seventeenth  ofTolah,  who  judged 
in  the  north  and  east ;  this  distribution 
of  power  being  nearly  the  same  that 
afterwards  marked  the  limitations  of 
the  kingdoms  of  David  and  Ishbosh- 
eth,  and,  in  the  end,  of  those  of  Judah 
and  Israel.  Lastly,  the  date  of  Sam- 
son's death  and  of  Samuel's  accession 
will  answer  to  the  382d  year  from  the 
exode,  and  that  of  the  final  deliverance 
from  the  Philistines  by  Samuel  will  fall 
in  the  next  year,  or  an.  ex.  383  :  being 
forty  years  from  the  date  of  the  Philistine 
and  Ammonite  invasion,  an.  ex.  343. 

It  would  follow  from  these  data, 
which  are  all  invariable  results  of  the 
principles  of  inquiry  to  which  we  have 
been  directed,  that  Abdon,  the  judge  of 
the  north  and  east,  whose  demise  falls 
an.  exod.  392  (as  above),  survived  the 
deliverance  from  the  Philistines  by  Sa- 
muel, an.  exod.  383,  nine  years;  and 
this  may  point  to  the  epoch  when,  the 
whole  weight  of  government  falling  on 


Samuel's  shoulders,  and  his  attention 
being  required  by  the  northern  tribes 
in  consequence  of  the  death  of  the  co- 
judge,  he  then,  or  soon  after,  raised 
his  sons  to  be  judges  of  the  south,  at 
Beersheba  (1  Sam.  viii.  1,  2).  His 
age  might  then  have  been  seventy, 
referring  his  birth  to  the  commence- 
ment of  the  rule  of  Eli,  whose  age 
might  have  been  about  the  same  in 
Samuel's  childhood  (1  Sam.  ii.  21,  22). 
This  view  will  agree  with  the  residence 
of  Samuel  at  Mizpeh  of  Judah  before, 
and  at  Ramah  after,  the  defeat  of  the 
Philistines  (vii.  6-17)  ;  and  with  his 
limited  circuit  of  judgment  from  Ra- 
mah to  Bethel,  Gilgal,  and  Mizpeh,  in 
the  early  part  of  his  government  (vii. 
16, 17) :  and  if  Bedan,  the  deliverer  of 
Israel,  mentioned  in  Samuel's  address 
(xii.  11),  be  the  same  with  the  above- 
mentioned  Abdon  —  and  we  see  not 
who  else  can  be  intended,  although 
the  seventy  substitute  Barak  —  it  will 
agree  with  the  part  we  may  suppose 
Abdon  to  have  taken  against  the  Phi- 
listines, in  conjunction  with  Samuel, 
and  his  probably  consequent  eleva- 
tion on  Elon's  death  (see  the  table); 
whereas,  according  to  the  current  view, 
which  places  the  Philistine  servitude 
directly  after  Abdon,  that  judge  was 
the  conquered  instead  of  the  conqueror. 
His  peaceful  death,  and  burial  in  the 
sepulchre  of  his  fathers  (Judg.  xii.  15), 
agree  best  with  the  latter. 

Thus,  the  literal  principles  which  we 
have  adopted  conduct  us  below  the 
termination  of  the  last  servitude,  and 
reconcile  all  preceding  theories  in  the 
progress  of  their  developement,  by  the 
connecting  intervals  of  affliction  and 
rest.  These,  by  connecting  the  end  of 
the  eighth  chapter  of  the  book  of 
Judges  with  the  sixth  verse  of  chapter 
10,  and  the  first  verse  of  chapter  13, 
and  the  latter  with  1  Sam.  vii.  13,  14, 
determine  this  portion  of  sacred  history 
to  present  a  triple  record  of  contem- 
porary events*  (which  as  clearly  results 
from  the  context  as  that  the  record  of 
the  anarchy,  contained  in  the  five  last 
chapters  of  Judges,  belong  to  the  age 
of  the  second  chapter),  descending  to 
the  period  when  the  temporary  fortunes 
of  Israel  were  changed,  and,  instead  of 
a  conquered  and  oppressed,  it  became 
a  conquering  nation,  and  reduced  its 
oppressors  to  subjection. 


*  1.  Judges,  X.  6,  to  xii.  15  ;  2.  Judges,  xiii.  xiv.  xv.  xvi ;  3.  1  Sam.  i.  to  vii. 
inclusively. 
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We  have  now  only  briefly  to  advert 
to  intervals  about  which  tliere  is  no  dif- 
ference of  opinion  affecting  the  question  : 
that  of  forty  years  assigned  by  the  apostle 
to  Samuel  and  Saul  (Acts,  xiii.  21) — 
and  not  to  Saul  alone,  as  we  hope  on  an- 
other occasion  to  demonstrate,  this  not 
being  necessary  to  our  present  purpose 
—  tlie  reign  of  David,  forty  years  arid 
a  half ;  and  the  first  four  years  of  So- 
lomon's reign,  which  descend  to  the 
foundation  of  the  temple.  The  sum  of 
these  is  eighty-three  complete  years  and 
a  half,  which,  added  to  the  date  of 
the  death  of  Abdon,  an.  exod.  392,  and 
nine  years  after  Samuel's  victory  over 
the  Philistines,  as  above,  would  give 
us  the  date  476  for  the  epoch  of  the 
temple  —  four  years  sliort  of  that  in 
1  Kings,  vi.  1,  an.  exod.  480.  These 
four  years,  added  to  the  nine  already 
noticed,  will  make  thirteen  years,  or, 
more  properly,  thirteen  and  a  half,  of 
the  rule  of  Samuel  to  have  elapsed 
before  the  forty  mentioned  in  Acts,xiii. 
and  thus  far  supply  the  interval  which 
we  have  mentioned  not  to  be  directly 
stated  in  Scripture.  Twelve  years  is 
the  period  assigned  by  Josephus  to  the 
first  part  of  Samuel's  rule  (which  that 
historian  refers  to  the  joint  government 
of  the  prophet  and  his  sons,  but  this  is 
an  error  immediately  rectified  by  the 
text),  and  forty  to  that  in  connexion 
with  Saul,  in  agreement  with  the 
apostle.  Both  together  amount  to 
fifty-two  years,  while  the  present  result 
makes  fifty-three  and  a  half ;  a  corre- 
spondency abundantly  sufficient  for 
our  purpose,  which  is  to  demonstrate, 
that  in  no  case  can  the  particulars  of 
the  theocratic  interval  be  made  to  ex- 
ceed, while  they  require,  the  sacred 
date  contained  in  1  Kings,  vi.  1  ;  and 
that  scholars  have,  for  the  last  eighteen 
hundred  years,  been  quarrelling  about 
a  phantom. 

The  only  possible  method  for  even 
hypothetically  elongating  this  period, 
would  be  to  interpose  the  eighteen 
years  of  the  Ammonite  oppression  and 
the  thirty-one  years  of  Jephthah  and 
his  four  immediate  successors  (viewing 
the  latter  in  the  light  of  a  rest  from 
war),  in  all,  forty-nine  years,  between 
the  termination  of  the  forty  years  of 
rest  obtained  by  Gideon  and  the  Phi- 
listine servitude  of  forty  years,  accord- 
ing to  the  consecutive  order  of  the  nar- 
rative, instead  of  admitting  both  servi- 
tudes to  be  contemporary.  This  would 
raise  the  480  years  of  1  Kings,  vi.  1, 


to  529,  and  involve  the  rejection  of  a 
well-supported  text  (the  existence  of 
which  may  be  traced  as  high  as  the 
Christian  era,  if  its  appearance  in  the 
Greek  text  does  not  carry  it  three 
centuries  higher),  which  has  never  been 
impugned  on  any  better  grounds  than 
the  assumed  inadequacy  of  the  period 
to  include  the  component  intervals. 

This  would  be  a  small  chronological 
acquisition,  truly,  on  which  to  ground 
the  rejection  of  an  express  scriptural 
statement ;  while,  besides  the  fact  that 
the  period  itself  requires  the  simul- 
taneous origin  and  contemporaneous- 
ness of  the  Philistine  and  Ammonite 
oppression,  the  text  first  acquaints  us 
expressly  with  their  simultaneous  ori- 
gin, and  consistently  disposes  of  the 
shortest  in  duration  before  recurring 
to  the  longest,  the  geographical  rela- 
tions of  which  are,  moreover,  wholly 
distinct  from  those  of  the  former.  Se- 
condly, no  allusion  is  made  to  a  rest 
from  war  on  the  expulsion  of  the  Am- 
monites by  Jephthah,  although  this  is, 
in  all  other  cases,  expressly  stated  ; 
the  present  exception  being  only  ex- 
plicable by  the  protraction  of  the  war 
in  the  longer  Philistine  servitude — as 
in  the  case  of  the  Philistine  and  Ca- 
naan ite  servitude  —  agreeably  to  the 
other  historical  and  chronological  ele- 
ments of  the  history. 

Had,  indeed,  the  words  of  Judges, 
xi.  33,  "Thus  the  children  of  Ammon 
were  subdued  before  the  children  of 
Israel,"  been  followed  by  "  and  the 
land  rested  from  war  thirty-one  years," 
we  should  then  have  been  prepared  to 
admit  that  the  oppressions  in  question 
were  as  distinct  in  time  as  in  place ; 
but,  in  the  absence  of  this,  we  caimot 
too  often  repeat,  that  the  conditions 
required  by  the  date  of  1  Kings,  vi.  1 
— the  express  statement  that  the  Israel- 
ites were,  at  the  same  time,  sold  "  into 
the  hands  of  the  Philistines  and  into 
the  hands  of  the  children  of  Ammon  " 
—  the  succeeding  disposition  of  the 
history  —  and  the  analogy  of  all  other 
cases  of  rest  from  war,  combine  into  a 
mass  of  evidence  that  is  irresistible. 

VVe  cannot  dismiss  these  observa- 
tions to  the  press  without  expressing  a 
hope,  that  the  expedient  which  has 
been  adopted  by  the  elongative  class 
of  commentators,  ancient  and  modern, 
of  setting  the  period  of  450  years  as- 
signed to  the  judges  in  Acts,  xiii.  20, 
in  array  against  the  480  of  1  Kings, 
vi.  1  —  the  inspiration  of  the  apostle 


ArchcBographia. — The  Jewish  Theocracy. 


15 


against  the  inspiration  of  the  prophet — 
may  never  more  be  resoEted  to.  That 
there  is  a  centenary  error  in  one  of 
these  texts,  is  indisputable.    That  of 
Acts,  xiii.  dates  from  the  division  of  the 
land  by  Joshua  till  the  commencement 
of  the  forty  years  assigned  in  the  next 
verse  to  Samuel  and  Saul ;  and  if  the 
forty-six  years  which  preceded,  together 
with  the  forty  last  mentioned,  the  forty 
of  David  and  four  of  Solomon,  which 
followed  the  450  of  verse  20,  be  added 
to  it,  the  sum  will  be  580  years.  Now, 
independently  of  the  certainty  that  the 
particulars  of  the  period,  as  stated  in 
the  Old  Testament,  cannot,  by  any 
subterfuge,  be  prolonged  to  a  century 
beyond  the  date  of  1  Kings,  vi.  1,  that 
text  is  uniform  in  the  versions,  quota- 
tions, and  manuscripts   (the  partial 
Greek  blunder  excepted,  which  makes 
in  our  favour  as  before),  and  so  is  the 
corresponding  date  of  300  years  in  the 
text  of  Judges,  xi.  26;  while  the  text 
of  Acts,  xiii.  20,  is,  we  believe,  likewise 
uniform  in  the  quotations  and  manu- 
scripts, with  one  exception — the  Dub- 
lin manuscript,  which  reads  350  years, 
in  agreement  with  the  Old  Testament : 
yet  is  held  of  no  account  by  the  op- 
posers  of  texts.    We  are  only  asto- 
nished that  so  much  evidence  of  the 
original  has  been  suffered  to  descend 
to  modern  times,  when  we  reflect,  that 
in  the  times  of  the  early  transcribers 
the  anxiety  of  the  Christians  to  outrival 
their  Pagan  opponents,  in  all  questions 
relating  to  the  antiquity  of  their  re- 
spective creeds,  caused  them  to  profit 
by  every  subterfuge  for  adding  a  few 
years  to  any  biblical  epoch ;  and  that 
the  principles  of  Josephus  regarding 
the  times  of  the  theocracy,  in  common 
with  the  prolonged  generations  of  the 
Septuagint,  became  hence  universally 
adopted  by  the  fathers  till  the  age  of 
Eusebius.    For  it  is  not  to  be  doubted 
that  the  transcribers  would  introduce  a 
correction,  bearing  on  one  of  the  most 
zealously  agitated   questions  of  the 
times,  which  was  sanctioned  by  what 
they  deemed  the  undisputed  opinion 
^  of  the  church.    It  is,  besides  this,  vvell 
%nown  that  pious  frauds,  particularly 
on  points  of  chronology,  were  in  those 
ages  deemed  no  sin.    That  any  evi- 
dence of  the  original  number  of  Acts, 
xiii.  20,  has  been  allowed  to  survive, 
among  the  few  existing  manuscripts  of 
the  New  Testament,  we  again  say  sur- 
prises us;  and  what  still  more  sur- 
prises  us   is,    that  a   learned  and 


religions  writer,  whose  estimate  of 
the  theocratic  period  we  have  quoted 
in  these  pages,  from  No.  X.  of  the 
Morning  Watch,  should  pronounce 
the  date  of  1  Kings,  vi.  1,  to  be  "  less 
than  the  truth,  if  St.  Paul  was  inspired 
of  God."  St.  Luke,  the  author  of  the 
book  of  Acts,  we  conclude  is  intended. 
This  is  a  novel  method  of  testing  the 
inspiration  of  the  writers  of  the  New 
Testament.  Every  blunder  of  a  tran- 
scriber might,  according  to  it,  become 
a  test  of  inspiration,  or  a  source  of 
doubt. 

In  conclusion,  let  us  remark,  that 
Eusebius  judiciously  introduced  the 
generations  of  David's  ancestors,  which 
are  uniformly  stated  in  the  Pentateuch, 
the  books  of  Ruth  and  Chronicles,  and 
the  gospels  of  St.  Matthew  and  St. 
Luke,  as  a  test  of  the  validity  of  the 
date  in  question.    This  argument  we 
shall  state,  with  some  correction  and 
enlargement.  David  was  the  fourteenth 
from  Abraham,  and  the  sixth  from  Nah- 
shon,  the  contemporary  of  Aaron  and 
Moses.    Adopting  the  birth  of  Abra- 
ham B.C.  1996,  of  Aaron,  the  contem- 
porary of  Nahshon,  b.c.  1574,  and  of 
David,  B.C.  1086,  for  the  bases  of  com- 
putation, the  mean  period  of  the  thir- 
teen descents  from  Abraham  to  David 
is  seventy  years;  that  of  the  eight,  from 
Abraham  to  Nahshon,  fifty-three  years ; 
and  that  of  the  five,  from  Nahshon  to 
David,  ninety-eight.    In  the  priestly 
line,  Zadok,  the  contemporary  of  Da- 
vid, stands  the  seventeenth  from  Abra- 
ham and  the  eleventh  from  Aaron,  in- 
clusively.   The  mean  time  of  the  six- 
teen  generations  from  Abraham  to 
Zadok  is  fifty-seven  years ;  of  the  six 
from  Abraham  to  Aaron,  seventy  ;  and 
of  the  ten  from  Aaron  to  Zadok,  forty- 
nine.    This  collateral  example  we  give 
to  shew  that  the  mean  of  the  five  de- 
scents of  David's  ancestors,  which  be- 
long to  the  theocratic  interval,  is  the 
greatest  of  all,  and  was,  therefore,  not 
likely  to  have  been  longer ;  although 
their  period  of  nearly  a  century  falls  in 
with  the  long  lives  of  the  early  rulers 
of  Israel,  and  with  the  probable  ages 
of  Boaz  (Ruth,  iii.)  and   of  Jesse 
(1  Sam.  xvii.  12).    It,  however,  ex- 
tends to  the  utmost  limits  of  a  gene- 
ration, supposing  the  life  of  man  one 
hundred  and  twenty  years,  as  at  the 
commencement  of  the  theocratic  pe- 
riod ;  at  the  close  of  which,  we  like- 
wise have  examples  of  extremely  pro- 
tracted lives  in  those  of  Eli  (l  Sam. 
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iv.  15),  and  of  Samuel,  the  contem- 
porary of  Jesse,  who  lived  nearly  till 
the  death  of  Saul  (xxv.  1  ;  xxviii.  3) — 
until  within  two  years  of  it,  according 
to  Josephus ;  and  was,  therefore,  not 
much  less  than  a  hundred  and  ten  at 
his  death.  But  it  is  clear,  that  every 
additional  century  with  which  critics 
have  endowed  the  theocracy  will  add 
twenty  years  to  each  of  these  five  ge- 
nerations; and  whether,  with  Josephus, 
we  make  them  a  hundred  and  twenty 
years  each,  or  with  Africanus,  a  hun- 


dred and  fifty,  is  of  little  moment;  the 
absurdity  of  any  augmentation  is  self- 
evident.  But  we  must  here  conclude ; 
it  would  be  but  gilding  refined  gold  to 
detail  the  numberless  proofs  of  the 
authenticity  of  the  text,  to  the  illustra- 
tion of  which  the  present  disquisition 
has  been  appropriated.  We  shall, 
however,  probably  resume  the  subject, 
in  connexion  with  other  questions  of 
archaeology  and  criticism. 

Hermogenes. 

April.  2,  1836. 
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